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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-21 are presented for examination. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1/15/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls within the 
broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim 
does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. See MPEP § 
2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex 
parte Wu 9 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is 
followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim 
indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is 
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(a) merely exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 
86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claims 1, 7, 10 and 16 recite the broad 
recitation "one of a plurality of retrieved formats", and the claims also recites "retrieving a (one) 
format for transforming 55 as "the retrieved format 55 which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. If the preceding step taught to retrieve only one format, how can there exist a 
plurality of retrieved formats? It does not inherently show that the table of formats must contain 
more than one format for retrieval. Furthermore, the claims claim to receive data to be routed, 
but failed to claim that the received data may be in more than one format (e.g. in one of a 
plurality of received formats). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 10, 12, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Endo, US 2004/0212841, filed on April 30, 2004 with a priority date to a divisional application 
filed on October 26, 1998. 
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7. Endo was cited in the previous office action. 

8. As per claim 1 , Endo taught the claimed invention including a method for routing data by 
a server, comprising the step of: 

a. Providing an application on the server (pp. 0048-0049, system or program is 
loaded from the HD drive, OS program, document-transmission control program); 

b. Providing a table of formats and protocols on the server, wherein the table is 
accessible by the application (pp. 0049, 0052-0053, 0055-0056, 100-105, default 
data-transmission-format information base and various transmission protocols, 
destination list); 

c. Receiving, on the server, data to be routed from a source to a destination (pp. 
0048-0049; server HD reading, loading and storing document read from a scanner 
for transmission), the data having the destination (e.g. receiver email address, ftp 
address; figs.4-8) and a transaction type (e.g. transmission methods such as email, 
ftp, fax; figs. 4-8) included therein (pp. 0055-0056, 0060-0065, figs.3-4, 8-9; 
document input unit; data are collected in accordance with data transmission 
format based classification and communication-method based classification); 

d. Retrieving, from the table, a format for transforming the data and a protocol for 
communicating the data based on the destination, the transaction type and the 
source (pp. 0055-0056, 0058-0059, 0061, 100-105); and 
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e. The application transforming the data into the retrieved format, and routing the 
transformed data to the destination using the retrieved communication protocol 
(pp. 0055-0056, 0065-0066, 0068-0069, 0096-0097), wherein the application is 
adapted to transform the data which is received in one of a plurality of received 
formats into the transformed data which is in one of a plurality of retrieved 
formats (pp. 0065-0066). 

9. As per claims 10 and 16, Endo taught the claimed invention including a system and its 
program product for routing data by a server, comprising: 

a. A table system for providing a table having formats and protocols (pp. 0048-0049, 
0052-0053, 0055-0056, default data-transmission-format information base and 
various transmission protocols, destination list); 

b. A data reception system for receiving data from a source to be routed to a 
destination (pp. 0048-0049), the data having a destination and a transaction type 
included therein (pp. 0055-0056, 0060-0065, figs.3-4, 8-9; document input unit; 
data are collected in accordance with data transmission format based classification 
and communication-method based classification); 

c. A retrieval system for retrieving a format for transforming the data and a protocol 
for communicating the protocol from the table based upon the source, the 
destination and the transaction type (pp. 0055-0056, 0058-0059, 0061, 100-105); 

d. A transformation system for transforming the data into the retrieved format (pp. 
0055-0056, 0065-0066); and 
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e. A routing system for routing the transformed data to the destination using the 
retrieved protocol (pp. 0055-0056, 0068-0069, 0096-0097), wherein the 
application is adapted to transform the data which is received in one of a plurality 
of received formats into the transformed data which is in one of a plurality of 
retrieved formats (pp. 0065-0066). 

10. As per claims 3, 12 and 18, Endo taught the invention as claimed in claims 1,10 and 16. 
Endo further taught to comprise the step of identifying the source, prior to the retrieving step (pp. 
0065; designate the document input source). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claim 4, 7, 13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Endo, US 2004/0212841, in view of Olejar et al (Olejar), US 2003/0037100. 



13. 



Olejar was cited in the previous office action. 
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14. As per claim 7, Endo taught the invention substantially as claimed including a method for 
routing data by a server, comprising the steps of: 

a. Providing a communication application on the server (pp. 0048-0049, system or 
program is loaded from the HD drive, document-transmission control program); 

b. Entering a table of formats, protocols, sources, destinations and transaction types 
on the server, wherein the table is accessible by the application (pp. 0049, 0052- 
0053, 0055-0056, default data-transmission-format information base and various 
transmission protocols, destination list); 

c. Receiving, on the server, data to be routed from an identified source to a 
destination (pp. 0048-0049), the data having the destination and a transaction type 
included therein (pp. 0055-0056, 0060-0065, figs.3-4, 8-9; document input unit; 
data are collected in accordance with data transmission format based classification 
and communication-method based classification); 

d. Retrieving from the table a format for transforming the data and a protocol for 
communicating the data, based on the destination, the transaction type and the 
source (pp. 0055-0056, 0058-0059, 0061, 100-105); and 

e. The application transforming the data into the retrieved format, and routing the 
transformed data from the server to the destination using the retrieved 
communication protocol (pp. 0055-0056, 0065-0066, 0068-0069, 0096-0097), 
wherein the application is adapted to transform the data which is received in one 
of a plurality of received formats into the transformed data which is in one of a 
plurality of retrieved formats (pp. 0065-0066). 
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15. Endo did not specifically teach to detect errors in the data based upon omissions in the 
data. Olejar taught to detect errors in retrieved data based upon omissions in the data (claim 4; 
intelligent detection means). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Endo and Olejar because Olejar' s 
teaching of detecting errors enable Endo's method to detect incomplete or inaccurate data 
received and automatically retrieve data to correct the problem (see Olejar, claim 4). 

16. As per claims 4, 13 and 19, Endo taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
1, 10 and 16. Endo did not specifically teach the step of the application detecting errors in the 
retrieved data based upon omissions in the data. Olejar taught an application to detect errors in 
retrieved data based upon omissions in the data (claim 4; intelligent detection means). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Endo and Olejar because Olejar's teaching of detecting errors enable 
Endo's method to detect incomplete or inaccurate data received and automatically retrieve data 
to correct the problem (see Olejar, claim 4). 

17. Claim 2, 1 1 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Endo, 
US 2004/0212841, in view of Deng, US 6,243,394. 

1 8. Deng was cited in the previous office action. 
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19. As per claims 2, 1 1 and 17, Endo taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
1,10 and 16. Endo further taught that the provided table further includes sources, destinations 
and transaction type (figs. 5-7; pp. 0055). Endo further taught to designate a document input 
source (pp. 0065). Endo did not specifically teach to include sources in the table. Deng taught 
to include sources in the table (col.5, lines 34-38, col.8, lines 44-46). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Endo and Deng and include sources to the table to inform the data receiver where the 
data is from. 

20. Claim 5, 14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Endo, 
US 2004/0212841, in view of Lakshman et al (Lakshman), US 6,078,564. 

21 . Lakshman was cited in the previous office action. 

22. As per claims 5, 14 and 20, Endo taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
1, 10 and 16. Endo did not specifically teach the step of tracking data communication between 
the source and the destination. Lakshman taught to track data communication between the 
source and the destination (col.4, lines 64-67, col.5, lines 1-2). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Endo and Lakshman because Lakshman' s teaching of tracking communication enables Endo's 
method to monitor the transmission of the data transmitted in the communication path. 
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23. Claim 6, 15 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Endo, 
US 2004/0212841, in view of Harris, Jr. et al (Harris), US 6,144,975. 

24. Harris was cited in the previous office action. 

25. As per claims 6, 15 and 21, Endo taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
1, 10 and 16. Endo did not specifically teach further the step of generating a report based upon 
data communications and detected errors. Harris taught to generate a report based upon data 
communication and detected errors destination (col.l, lines 35-36, col.8, lines 54-67, col.9, lines 
1-11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Endo and Harris because Harris' teaching of reporting enable 
Endo's method to present the users or the administer a documentary of the errors. 

26. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Endo and Olejar as 
applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Lakshman et al (Lakshman), US 6,078,564. 

27. As per claim 8, Endo and Olejar taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 7. 
Endo and Olejar did not specifically teach the step of tracking data communication between the 
source and the destination. Lakshman taught to track data communication between the source 
and the destination (col.4, lines 64-67, col.5, lines 1-2). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Endo, 
Olejar and Lakshman because Lakshman' s teaching of tracking communication enables Endo 
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and Olejar's method to monitor the transmission of the data transmitted in the communication 
path. 

28. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Endo, Olejar and 
Lakshman as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of in view of Harris, Jr. et al (Harris), 
US 6,144,975. 

29. As per claim 9, Endo, Olejar and Lakshman taught the invention substantially as claimed 
in claim 8. Endo, Olejar and Lakshman did not specifically teach further the step of generating a 
report based upon data communications and detected errors. Harris taught to generate a report 
based upon data communication and detected errors destination (col.l, lines 35-36, col.8, lines 
54-67, col. 9, lines 1-1 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Endo, Olejar, Lakshman and Harris 
because Harris, Olejar and Lakshman' s teaching of reporting enable Endo's method to present 
the users or the administer a documentary of the errors. 

Response to Arguments 

30. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/1 5/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

31. In the remark, applicant argued on the newly added features introduced in the amendment 
that (1) Endo fails to teach "receiving, on the server, data to be routed from a source to a 
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destination, the data having the destination and a transaction type included therein." (2) Endo 
fails to teach that "the application is adapted to transform the data in one of a plurality of 
received formats into the transformed data in one of a plurality of retrieved formats." 

32. Examiner traverse the argument: 

These arguments were already addressed in the previous office action. 
As to points (1) and (2), Endo specifically teaches a data reception system for receiving data 
from a source to be routed to a destination (pp. 0048-0049), the data having a destination and a 
transaction type included therein (pp. 0055-0056, 0060-0065, figs.3-4, 8-9; document input unit; 
data are collected in accordance with data transmission format based classification and 
communication-method based classification, i.e. transaction type such as e-mail, facsimile, Ipr) 
and that the application is adapted to transform the data in one of a plurality of received formats 
into the transformed data in one of a plurality of retrieved formats (pp. 0065-0066: format 
conversion program for converting data format). 

Conclusion 

33. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenny Lin whose telephone number is (571) 272-3968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM to 5 PM Tue.-Fri. and every other Monday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



ksl 

March 22, 2006 




